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brought in a state court. Nor did Article XI of
the Amendments nullify the power thus conferred
upon the Court in a case which the State itself had
instituted, for in such a case the appeal taken to
the national tribunal was only another stage in
an action "begun and prosecuted," not against the
State, but by the State. The contention of Vir-
ginia was based upon the assumption that the
Federal and the State Judiciaries constituted inde-
pendent systems for the enforcement of the Con-
stitution, the national laws, and treaties, and such
an assumption Marshall held to be erroneous. For
the purposes of the Constitution the United States
"form a single nation," and in effecting these
purposes the Government of the Union may "le-
gitimately control all individuals or governments
within the American territory."

"Our opinion in the Bank Case," Marshall had
written Story from Richmond in 1819, a few weeks
after M'Culloch vs. Maryland, "has roused the
sleeping spirit of Virginia, if indeed it ever sleeps."
Cohens vs. Virginia, in 1821, produced an even
more decided reaction. Jefferson, now in retire-
ment, had long since nursed his antipathy for the
Federal Judiciary to the point of monomania. It
was in his eyes "a subtle corps of sappers and